Diverse monetary measures have been utilized across different studies in gambling disorder (GD). However, there are limited evidence-based proposals regarding the best way to assess financial losses. We investigated how different variables of monetary losses correlate with validated assessments of gambling severity and overall functioning in a large sample of subjects with GD (n = 436). We found that relative monetary variables (i.e. when financial losses were evaluated in relation to personal income) showed the most robust correlations with gambling severity and overall psychosocial functioning.
Introduction
Gambling disorder (GD) and money are two almost inseparable concepts. Monetary losses are usually evaluated as a measure/proxy of gambling severity in clinical practice and research on GD (see for example Hodgins et al., 2004; Gee et al., 2005; Floyd et al., 2006; Petry et al., 2006; Weinstock et al., 2007; Grant et al., 2008; Diskin and Hodgins, 2009; Slutske et al., 2010; Medeiros et al., 2016; de Brito et al., 2016) . Diverse monetary measures have been used across different studies. However, there is no clear consensus on the financial measure that best captures gambling severity and problems in psychosocial functioning. For example, the following monetary variables have been already reported in literature: 1) money spent on gambling per month/year (Hodgins et al., 2004; Diskin and Hodgins, 2009; de Brito et al., 2016) ; 2) percentage of income spent on gambling per month/year (Weinstock et al., 2007; Grant et al., 2008; Slutske et al., 2010; Medeiros et al., 2016) ; 3) money spent per gambling episode or per day of gambling (Gee et al., 2005; Floyd et al., 2006; Petry et al., 2006) . Nonetheless, there are limited evidence-based proposals regarding the most valid financial measure to assess gambling severity and psychosocial functioning.
The financial variables that have been used in GD clinical practice and research can be classified into two categories: absolute and relative measures. Examples of two commonly used absolute measures are 1) money lost in gambling during a specific time rangeusually losses per month (see Hodgins et al., 2004; Diskin and Hodgins, 2009; de Brito et al., 2016) , and 2) money lost per gambling episode (see Gee et al., 2005; Floyd et al., 2006) . Absolute financial variables do not compare the losses to the subjects' income. Relative measures, on the other hand, evaluate financial loss in relation to personal income (see Weinstock et al., 2007; Grant et al., 2008; Slutske et al., 2010; Medeiros et al., 2016) . A consensus of specialists suggested that "the critical aspect may not be the absolute quantity of money lost but the proportion of total income or personal expendable income that is lost" (Walker et al., 2006) . However, no study has compared different monetary measures in a systematic way. In this context, the use of diverse assessments of monetary losses in GD may be in part a result of an absence of evidencebased suggestions.
In light of this discussion, we investigated how different measurements of monetary loss correlated with validated assessments of gambling severity and of overall psychosocial functioning. Our hypothesis was that relative monetary measures, instead of absolute monetary variables, would show stronger correlations with measures of gambling severity and overall psychosocial functioning. More specifically, based in clinical experience and specialists' suggestions, we postulated that percentage of monthly income lost due to gambling would constitute the superior financial measure in GD.
